Comments/Questions from Direct Access Tariff Working Group Formation Workshop





What is the change process and/or mechanisms in place to modify the tariff decision?





It is understood that the working group will file a report every 6 months, and that report is subject to a comment period.





There is a need for a forum to resolve tariff issues in a manner that allows for consistent tariff by all UDCs.





A method or process to facilitate collaboration between UDCs is required as a result of the tariff modification process.





Three issues to be resolved:


utility calculation of state taxes.


utility notification of ESP in cases of DASR rejection.  This is difficult for the utility because the main reason for DASR rejection is lack of customer information.


customer change of premises and DASR process.





It may be necessary to consolidate petition to modify efforts with the Rule 22 Committee.  It is noted that parallel efforts to modify the direct access tariffs may be both inefficient and counterproductive.





The is a question of whether ESP consolidated billing meets customer information needs and expectations.  Customers need demand info.  This issue was resolved during the course of discussions and was identified as misunderstanding between the ESP and UDCs.





It is pointed out that a waiting period is necessary after 3/31 to see how the tariffs function after market start-up.





Many of the perceived tariff problems may prove, under closer examination, to be data communication problems, not actual fundamental tariff issues.





Metering categories need to be organized in such a way that installation falls under the same heading as ownership.





A clear  ESP suspension process needs to be in place to facilitate a uniform UDC interpretation of ESP suspensions.  Additionally, there should be a distinction between ESP registration with the Commission and the ESPs service agreement with the UDC. 





It was suggested that tariff issues fall into two main categories.


implementation issues;


process to create statewide uniform tariffs.





A standard interpretation system needs to be in place to enable speedy clarification of tariff provisions.





Membership and Organization of Working Group





It is understood by a parties in attendance that the Energy Division will post documents to the web site.





It is suggested that an e-mail list be used to facilitate communications between parties, set agendas, etc.





A stable membership within the working group is essential to the effectiveness of the group.  Too much membership turnover results in too much review of previous group discussion is needed to bring new members up to speed.  In contrast, others pointed out the need for open access in recognition that some parties may choose to attend when applicable or possible.  A compromise position of offered that acknowledges an individuals right to attend at will while being restricted in their ability to use the forum as a means of learning background info.





To facilitate the education of new members with both the issues and with an understanding of previously covered issues, it is recommended that an information site be established.  





It is understood that an agenda will be posted prior to meetings.  The agenda will provide time allocations for specific issues to enable participants to attend specific segments of the meeting.





It is recommended that the group structure be revised as necessary to ensure to effectiveness of the group.





It is recognized that the ultimate goal, and purpose of the working group, is to find consensus on tariff issues leading toward a uniform statewide tariff.





Group Structure





Is there a legitimate need for a core membership committee?  Is it necessary for participants to select representatives in order to facilitate effective decision making.  The argument is that without a core group with the authority to make decisions for the wider membership, nothing can be decided upon.





A secondary goal of the working group is to create a document that clearly outlines the position of each participant on each non-standardized tariff issue.





What is the Energy Divisions Role?





Keep minutes of working group meetings.


Set agenda for working group meetings.


Maintain enough involvement in discussion as to be able to explain to presiding judge why agreement cannot be reached between parties on certain issues and how consensus was reached on other issues.





It is necessary for  parties to discuss implementations of tariff modifications resulting from ongoing or concurrent decisions.





It will be helpful to parties to post an open or provisional agenda that will enable the posting of last minute items. 





It is understood by all parties that the first meeting will be held on March 3 at 10:00 am.  The agenda will be posted to the web on the last Tuesday of the month.





It is accepted by all parties that the formal Rule 22 Review group responsible for writing the final report will evolve out of the larger group within the coming months.
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